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. WASHINGTON, June 79 —Has the “prostige" of the.
. Fare'gn Relationis Committee “reached 5 pow Jow's The fex
has just. been giveén s report on the U3 #ﬁ'm I
concurr#d in by some of its mambers; -ohliors dlnbnst.
in’%s co-ordination Benpiors--uil of

and consigréncy, Tea
‘DeMOc.rn.t:‘::ccznlM

Sl T VEWNY

: ﬂ Bent. e Ol
" clally put themselves o reetrd a2 implying
that President should have lied to the
world. 8ix Republicans obe Democrat)

insist that it wué absolutely necessary for
the President to tell the truth,.”

The saine coxmittee's dhafrman, Sen.
.J. Wilham Pulbright. D., 8 Ark., after pre-
senting the report to the Senate, alleges that
the Administration i3 lying now about cer-
taln aspects of the incident. In a speech to
the Senate, he says;

was i a special category; that It was seek-
112 information of extraordinary importance
B which might not be evallable later. How-
. ever, we are not told, even under conditions

Lawrenos of the utmost secrecy, what that informas-
tion was. In view of the sensitivity of some

of the other things we were told, this reticence on the part of

the executive branch ralses the question of whether the infor-

mation sought on May 1 was in fact as important ag It has oeen.
represented. There Is ground here for the oonclusion that the
alleged extraordinary umportance of this information is the Ad-
ministration's cover story fot: ¢
its own costly mistake.”

Rees Inconsistency

May 1 |
< for the President to make a

To accuse one's cwn govern<,
“ment of lying to & Sonate com- m%ﬁ"&'ﬂm&f

mittee doesn’t seem to hother the truth. More-
the 8enator, wha, In the same m.ldlfw!::“:ld g wis
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“We are told that this partioular flight -

t having developedfs
-a8 they @id, it was unavoldablel o0 youn himaelf from: becom-

the

speech, also declares that Presf-

drent Elsenhower shouid have.

refused to take responsibility
for the U-1 business and, in-
stead, should somehow have
evaded the truth. For, winle Mr.
Wisenhower did not reaily knnw
in advanee of the particular
flight on Mav 1, he did give
general authorization in ad-
vance and suid s to the Ameri-
ean people and the world, Yot
Chalrman Pulbright says o the.
8ennte:

“The gravest mistake weas
made when the President as-

umed responnibility for thej
. y . fallure of ths mission fur-

off

fight " ]

Sen. Alexander Wiley,
Wis. ranking Republican oh
the Foreign Relations Com-
mittee, and Sen. Frank lLausshe,
of Ohto, D., in & separate report,

cancurred in by five Republican|

Scnators, rebutted this same
et ax follows: |
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{ruth by avoiding perasonel re-
sponaibility, the fowr demands
Khrushchey magde him tn
Paris would not ve been
altered.”
Nates Contradictions

But what iz puzsiing are the
contradictions in the main re-
port, which frankly says that
“the sort of informstien pro-
vided by the .U-2 i3 of enor-
mous value in assessing Soviet
capability to mount a surprise
sttack,” snd then srguse lster
on as follows: .

“In looking back, if ene ao-
cepts ‘the comclusion thet the

nished an exouss for Khru-
shchev's wreeking of the ‘sum-
mit’ conferencs, then, im the

. abeence of compelling ressons

to the contrary, -theré s good
asont to conoluds {hat the
ight should nol hxve kone”

f !..:t"a‘ P g

y report | ; -
great value of stion obq -
tained by the hts, which

were néoded to Blp protect the
Amprican pouple~sagainst sur-
prisy attack by the missilex of
the Boviet Uatan. - .
The Fuliright Bpoeech -
Possthly the ‘prise examp!e“
nf inconsistency and lack of co-
ordination among the Demo-
cratic members i8 $0 be found
in Ben. Fulbright's own speech,
when he says: !
“In any event, my argument,
is ot thst the President shold
not have told the truth: my
argument i3 that he should not,
a» the head of our nation, have
b reanally invoived in
the i ene way or the
«ther,” e
WenMin't Ratisfy Red Chief
This to be one .of
those “"distinotions without s
difference.” For the query will
immediately posed as to how,;
Prenident of the United States.

ing #pcrsonally involved” in, -
any officlal action thken by his, -
own Administration, One can’
.hedr glready the outcries from. -
the Demwocrats dethanding an-
investigation of why the Presi-:
dent, assuming that he did
bilame some one else. didn't
know in advance what was be-
ing done and why he has sub-
ordinstes who do such things,
and » orl. Indecd, Mr. Khrye|
shehev would not have begn -
satigfled with such a’pa
evasion of official responsibility
and wouid have continued to'
denand the removal and pun-
ishmnent of those same subordi-
nates.

There was & time when the
Senats Fereign Relations Com-

tige had oconsiderable pres-

. Today its upcl):t. o;ug'q
: glaring examy oo

’nmhh arguments to the

or use on the air wavesy

“new low in prestige” — which

an indigtehent of his own géve
srnment.
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